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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section 
made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-5, 8-10, 13-15, 17 and 19 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Strauss (5,559,659). 

Strauss discloses in Fig. 2 an ESD protection circuit having one 
or more inverters (206), (207), a timing element (203), (204) (an RC 
network for Claims 3, 4, 9, 14 and 15) for triggering said one or more 
inverters and having an output node (205) (see also Col. 3, lines 13- 
15 and 25-27), a clamping circuit (210) and a feedback device (208). 
For Claims 1, 2, 13 and 17, see Col. 2, lines 44-55. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner 
presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of 
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each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention 
was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) . 

4. Claims 7, 12, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Strauss. 

Claims 7, 12 and 21 add that the number of inverters comprise at 
least three inverters. Strauss discloses in Col. 3, lines 6-25, that 
any number of inverters can be used. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to include four inverters (to keep the even number) with the 
feedback element (208) being in communication with the output of the 
last inverter and the output node (2 05) of the timing element, as a 
means to adjust the delay or the conduction state of the clamping 
element as needed for the desired level of anticipated ESD protection. 

5. Claims 6, 11 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Strauss in view of Wu et al. (6,552,886). 

Claims 6, 11 and 2 0 add that the inverters include a PFET and an 
NFET. It is well known in the art that inverters can comprises the 
combination of a PFET and an NFET, but Strauss does not show such 
details of the inverters. However, Wu et al. clearly teach that the 
inverters can comprise a PFET and an NFET. It would have been obvious 
to implement inverters as a PFET with an NFET as a means to help 
integrate the design as CMOS as opposed to combination- type 
technologies, such as, BICMOS, thereby lending the design to ease 
manufacturing and therefore lower fabrication costs . 
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6. 



The Prior Art made of record and not relied upon is considered 



pertinent to Applicant's disclosure. Huber (6,434,061) has been cited 
as a matter of interest. 

7. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 1/4/2005, with respect 
to the rejection (s) of claim (s) 1-21 under Wu et al. (6,552,886) have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection 
has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground (s) of rejection has been made, supra. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Ronald W. Leja 
whose telephone number is (571)272-2053. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday thru Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Brian Sircus can be reached on (571)272- 
2800. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http: //pair- 
direct .uspto .gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 



9197 (toll-free) 




Ronald w Leja/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2836 
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